. „ rr^ ^f 53311 ^ Poors and illnesses, I do indeed recall you and thanks 

oO -uoch v© read your interesting memo# 

TT ± ' n “ ,ar ® jrour interest and if I could have added anything I'd have sent 
it. Unfortunately , because I did not intend to spend tine on the police tapes 

+v,T l - a r , Wer ®» 1 did not separate copies for subject filing of all 

w.e info I obtained and dome of it thus, as a practical natter, I cannot retrieve 
from the great mass of the Dalian files. 

Fbul lias and I'n sure you are fosdliar with what I did file separately. Let 
no explain. ^ ,y * 

-^'vd preserved the records I've received fron the various agencies exactly 
“ haVr: tlwn that way, but as I read then those that 

JL° f -| SPOClal i ? terCst to no or I thought night be to others were copied, The 
oilgLuals are as I received then and the copies are filed separately by subject. 

TOC ? Uectian » **** ^ that there was a recod or 

perhaps two of winch I sou copies to ' a lia s without making a copy for nyself 
^ subject filing. I received no response at all, so I eont tteLx? X to 
TSZ response, t is ny recollection that I sent codes 

to ack » Earl 0013 ( when h© was still on the paper) and Ifery J errell , without 

S.’STT.fir ***’’ ™ to ’« *> - 1 «* 

01 a11 111 this iile and h© has comuinicated it to you# 1 

mint makes this even nore confusing id tlie FBI's dishonesty. I have its 
£*“ i0 aatod to what it Jrt * 

t i e d f, t ° let the *“ toow what it nielit have let the CondaSm tove. 
And there isabsolUaOly nothing in the indent relating to tlie obtaining of dubs of 
J?**?® broadcast recordings. Incredible but true. I've checked every;, possibility. 

subi^ir 0 ^' aI ^ HL ’ *5® til 01 ' i io t*» Uowles report, according to my 

subject me. % perhaps faulty recollection is that there was more, but nothing 
of earlier date than after HSCa , o interest# J 

In an ?OIA suit in which all of tliis is pertinent the FBI lias Hod in every 
nmcuxbale way abouv the tapes, never once providing a first-person attestation from 

£ v 0B f C ^ y aone from 030 S S eolrt * who has best knowledge tnere, or 
rom en^rling. Hot have they denied Bowles* accuracy* I u-,ed the record vou refer 
“to to reflect that tlie FBI did have dubs* 

I think it is important to boar in mind tliat the DED machines did not have provia- 
ion for dreetdubbins and that any copies hail to be mdde by playing the recordings 
alonu and recording that and that this was done in tho DED where their machines vere. 
Bo f crosstalk is possible, particularly between the two channels# 

m, dc toils with whicli Paul was not f a mil i ar are those of the litigation only, 

lose records were too voluminous to copy and send him and added nothing of 3ysbtance. 

While I have no way of knowing what actually happened, it apneears to roe +hat -• 
the easiest way for the PHI to obtain dubs was to use tho existing machines to dupli- 
cate because there were or two parts, that is, to play alound on oneuside and rerecoid 

S mf ^ b f ^ «W*MUtar. ^although it * cSL^LrSSf 

evdd ^ce. specially photographic, that the FBI shunned from the outset in 
tS eeSnt °rf^nol preconception, the first law was cover the Bureau's ass, 

thesecond was cover youre own, and either indicated a heed to liave (and not lot it to 

° f f* 3 * And that this is why it is not indexed and that all 

If f^ 1 ' reCOrds are filed outn ide tlie various main assassination files. like some DED 

.m.ea30 ^ excuse^ my haste and typos. I rush to be able to respond and mail the same 
^' m I .^ eCe ^ Ved J 0 ® lGt ^° r 311(1 13 order to make the outgoing nail I'll be going into 

few mnu tes. Good luck and if you can make any firm determination, as long as 

W suit for tlie Dallas records is before tlie court let me know so I can try. 



280 Redford Park, 
Greystones, 

County Wicklow, 
Ireland. 



September 12, 1983 



Mr* Harold Weisberg, 

Route 12, 

Old Receiver Road, 

Frederick, Md 21701, 

USA. 

Bear Mr. Weisberg* 

I doubt that you remember me, but I have corresponded with you from 
time to time over the past 14 years, and am the proud possessor of a 
copy of each of your books which I re-read from time to time. They help 
to remind me what true •'research** means. 

In the past year or so, I have diverted my long-time interest in the 
JFK assassination photographic evidence to a study of the acoustics data, 
with particular reference to the chain of possession relating to the DPD 
dictabelt recordings. 

In March this year, I put together a 43-page "discussion paper" on 
the non-technical questions surrounding the acoustics evidence, which was 
reviewed by Paul Hock in his newsletter dated June 6 (5 EOC 2, item 86, 
pp.5-6). If you wish to obtain a copy, it would probably be quickest for 
you to get it direct from Paul. 

The purpose of this letter is to elicit some information from you, 
which Paul first mentioned to me in a letter dated May 10. He said, "Harold 
Weisberg is now doing some work on a supposed early FBI copy of the Bicta- 
belts* I'm not familiar with the details, but he may well be on to some- 
thing. " 

I would be very grateful indeed for any information you can give me 
regarding the date and origins of the FBI copy of the belts mentioned by 
Paul. The first record I have of FBI access to the belts, or even reference 
to the belts, was March 6, 1964> when the FBI asked the BPB for a transcript. 
I know that Jim Bowles said the FBI had the belts "within a few days" of 
the assassination, but other records (such as SS 324) suggest to me that it 
was the Secret Service rather than the FBI who got the belts in the first 
few days - unless the FBI borrowed them for a few days ("several days", 
according to Bowles) prior to November 29, when the Secret Service had 
access to them. Anyway, any information whatsoever that you can give me 
will, I assure you, be very much appreciated, and I give you my solemn 
word of honour that anything you tell me will be treated in the strictest 
confidence, unless you say otherwise* 

I hope very much that you will be able to spare a few minutes to 
reply to this letter, and I thank you most sincerely in anticipation of 
hearing from you at your earliest convenience. For what its worth, I am* 
firmly of the belief that the dictabelts which now exist, and which were 
the basis of the HSGA and Ramsey panel studies, are not the originals made 
on November 22, 1963. Would you agree? 

Many thanks, and sincere best wishes. 



ChjL'Xa W9V/CU.JLJ 




